Bear Howard, your DJ POE Cr.1626 1/3/77 

I have no clear recollection of s$r earlier rec emendation. I think it should have 
teen that you have co-coun3el, like a faculty member. I should not have indicated that 
you not he pro se, not I with my dedicatoon to fact. There is no member of the bar who 
has your factual knowledge essential to that request and probably none wife sour w.^-, pe. 
of the Act within your jurisdiction. 

I else have faith in the building of a record, This yeu are doi r. gT iou auk about the 
claim to apt having records. With criminal you know of some they have so they canAt ™»v> 
thId.«i£r,Xet thsBs and 13 sen clobber in ^curt. 

With sash one of these untie I think you should ask for the sequential number and 
the claimed backlog. The date of receipt as Jim calculates it is the date of + 2. 

Thus you will notice that whereas this is 9/7/76 +2 or 9/9, on 12/14 Buckley no 
reference to the date of official receipt . cow ever, I also believe that you all 

reasonable efforts to avoid unnecessary litigation. You are within the law in filing onc e 
your appeal is not acted upon but I tellers- staking in -cull be unwise and would deter the 
building of e record that can mean something in terms of preserving* the Act as well as 
obtaini ng £b» information you want. 

You refer to divisions, an ambiguity with DJ. They nay well attempt to use +.m« es 
a means of limiting the routine of your request. *hus hivii, which you do not me n t io n and 
which should have records, is a division in the sense of Division and the so-called Office 
of Professional ^possibility is not. It is part of another Office, that of the J>Au. 

If you were dealing with honest people or even wife dishonest people of honest intent 
this would be irrelevant, it is not irrelevant. Sot only because they shift records around 
endlessly, as we have established, aa thus an any time any component of unit (which I 
prefer to division) or any part can claim not to possess .Hot that not having physical 
possession meets the requirement of the Act. Even th with the FBI, closely as it hold 3 its 
own records, it also sheds them to be sole to lie and regards compliance from whatever it 
means as the index of the F3I IQ files as compliance for the entire FBI. Jim and i have 
wrecked this as a matter of court record if you ever need It, in 1996. 

Y&i are dealing with dishonest people. Buekbdy is one who is dishonest, even within 
the norms of lawyerlg dishonaaty that is explained away as adversary diligence. You are 
also dealing with those who aha responsible to what they regard as a higher authority 
than mere enacted law. These are suthoritari&aa so they regard it as right sndproper to 
violate a law their superior intellects and understandings toll/ them is not in the so- 
called nationalint-;rest. To beillsgal thus becomes patriptic if not legal to Perjury 

is no problem to them because they know it is not for them. I do mean the lawyers and 
fee FQIA/PA lawyers and I have long relevant drafts if you ever want them. I prepared 
them while -is was in the Sinagpore hospital and se never have qa ahanee to use fee®. 



Back to the backlog: I suggest that with each part you ask your relative position on 
the list and an estimated time not of searching, which can bs irrelevant, but of compliance, 
full compliance* If it strikes you as reasonable having appealed you can go to court at 
any time so tell them if they comply in full by fee date they have set you will not sue, 
if they bavs not you will, and that you give them the choice between litigation 

and farcing it. 

matter bow phoney and fabricated the reasons the fqct is they have contrived a 
for the FBI only. Thus they tend to shunt all there. You have a case that is not there, 
no real backlog. 

S’ d ask i^ckley to explain thsir numbering system, when does the 123 begin, for 
example. You will find that a 9/9 squast caaSt be too far from its tfoa* a® he avoids 
you. so ask and perfect the record. Hew the obligation of proper internal routing is cot 
yours, but I»d seek other ideatifltetieas, like Civil, wh ich as least through suits has to 
have relevant files. Yo# have to watch these types of the dedicated wrong. Cudkley 
you on you r rights under the law but can sa y on® accented meaning of arigent does not. Sninue 
circumstances and 200 would get you the smallest bag of potato chips bat no mors. The 
language of the Act is simpler not not good for him so he uses other language. I tw n >- it 
is exceptional circumstances. .If you were the only one via nude the request feat „ould be 
unique. It you were about to taks a vacation of a year that would be exigent, aeifeer 




would seen to have meaning, especially not under part of Opem America. f hare is another 
port that ia your way .And as doctrine don t forget the language about the nation's interest 
in appeals decision St 75-2021. And speed ** 

“nitially I'n have suggested a£ referring to the -^cuse but not now. 

I taka it that the Todd 12/22 is what I would call a Brown out. “oof. 

Ja the committee we are really travelling a road ws have gone down separately at 
the ssma time, fits important thing is that ypu preserve your personal integrity* 

how I disagree with “For now, 1 think the Kroner thing is to offer." Wrong when now 
is the day they made their earlier areas management official and vhe:: it was sore than 
clear in the Andersen column of 12/24. Of ail the actualities ia the king case tbs one 
they fabricate on an assumption of Bay's guilt as the assassin is their claim to continuance 
and funding on it. On JFK the unhidden disinformation operation of the ClA/WxFost is? And 
with it the presumption of guilt, if you have heard that expression? 

Whether or not this cesssittee is continued and if it is whether or not the same staff 
and members are on it, from their record to date there ia no honoarblo scans of helping 
them that doss not become part of their disinformation. Tea. there sight be soma conditions 
under which I would testify but none that did not permit ay castigation of all it has done 
to date, Without getting that into the record at the outset and in full detail there is 
no testimony I would give and I believe they are without the right or power to compel 
the testimony of a writer.Aoreover, they have yet to establish a clear legislative purpose 
wihtout which they have no authority. 1 do not believe there ia any ohaaoe they's fore® such 
an is-ue. They'd rather steal and cl/aim oth«»r work as their own. I'm telling you how I feel 
about them, from personal experience, from watching and fro a the most dependable sources 
of what they a re telling the press. 

Iqu cannot give them any vestige of credibility and not have regrets later. 

LBJ Library?, I'm sure writing it at Austin would reach it sad 1 would recommend that 
rather than going through Sneads, as you can. is under him. On. waive? ask first end 
argue only if refused. Sat * have the beliefs that American %ti ie important here. On 
waiver. 

Bo you have a new typewriter? ■ s eat, and have a good year. 




